Introduction
One persistent goal of linguistics is to find correlations between various grammatical characteristics of a language. In this paper I will propose a connection between the isolating morphology (and lack of copular verbs) in Niuean, a Polynesian language of the Tongic subgroup, and the predicate initial nature of the language. It is a very salient property of Niuean that the language has no inflectional morphology. There is no phiagreement in the language, and there is no tense inflection on the verb or auxiliaries.
1 One possibility is that this is just a morpho-phonological accident. In this view, Niuean is a language with lots of phonetically zero-morphology, but it still has all the phi and tense featural material that has been tied to verb movement and subject externalization within Minimalist theory (eg. Chomsky 2000) . If this is the case, Niuean could develop overt inflection and nothing else about the language would change. Another possibility is that this is not the case, and that the lack of inflection in Niuean is crucial to its current syntax. In this view, if agreement were to emerge in the language, other aspects of its syntax would have to change fairly radically at the same time. In this paper I will explore this latter view, arguing that the lack of inflection in Niuean is related to the fact that The reasons for such an analysis are not immediately obvious, looking only at sentences such as (1b), which might readily be analyzed more simply by head movement (Sproat 1985 , Emonds 1980 , McCloskey 1991 , Alexiadou and Anagnostopoulou 1998 , 1999 , among many others: See Carnie and Guilfoyle 2000 . The main reason for the VP fronting approach is that Niuean is not in fact V-initial, but is more properly described as predicate-initial, since maximal phrases such as predicate nominals (2a) In Section 2 and 3, I address (A) with the leading idea that perhaps the verb's lack of relation with the light verb and INFL is due to the fact that the Niuean 'verb' is not morpho-syntactically a true verb but instead is more participial or even nominal in nature, in that it bears no features for finiteness such as agreement or tense. I return to (B) in Section 3, suggesting as in previous papers (Massam and Smallwood 1997 , Massam 2000a . 2001a and the morphology associated with nouns vs verbs is late-inserted depending on the functional head that the root is situated under. If English is like this as well as Polynesian languages discussed above, then the only difference between them is that Niuean has no morphology associated with being a noun or verb. (There is one semi-productive nominal suffix, -aga, which will be discussed later in the paper.) I do not adopt this view here in its entirety, since it appears to make the morphological differences between English and Niuean superficial, and fails to allow for these differences to influence syntax.
Nonetheless it is interesting that this view (of English) approximates a prevalent view of
Polynesian languages expressed by some of the authors cited above. In the analysis presented below in Section 3, certain aspects of this view are maintained.
Davis and Matthewson 1999 also argue that English and languages such as St'át'imcets (Lillooet Salish), which has also been considered a language without a noun/verb distinction, are more similar than has been assumed. 4. Tongan Categorial Distinctions (Broschart 1997:159) [TAM = Tense, Aspect Mood particle -NOTE: the role of TAM in forming predicates is played by the light verb in this paper]
"DP"
The differences between the views presented above touch on important questions, such as: What does it mean to be a verb or a noun? How similar are different languages with respect to these lexical categories? How similar do two categories have to be in order to be considered the same? These questions have been discussed very extensively in the literature, especially in the typological literature, and we will not explore them head on.
(See, to give just a few examples, Croft 1991 , Comrie and Vogel 2000 , Schachter 1985 .
In this paper I will assume that while it is likely that all languages make a distinction between two parts of speech roughly correlating with nouns and verbs, not all of these In a system such as Marantz 1997, the category, and hence the morphology that depends upon the category, is a reflection of the syntactic environment of an item, and whether it appears or not is an issue largely of language specific Vocabulary insertion and pronunciation rules. But another view is that morphology is a reflection not of context, but of featural properties of an item. In the latter view, it must be the case that putative verbs in languages of the non-inflecting type are featurally quite distinct from verbs in English (for example), in not bearing any features for finiteness -commonly, agreement and tense (Cowper 2003) . (Note that we put aside languages with fully-featured verbs which always exhibit null morphology, if such languages exist.) The idea being explored here is that because they lack such features, Niuean verbs (or predicates) are not verbs from the morpho-syntactic point of view, and consequently will not enter into the head system of the language through Move or Agree, but rather will remain intact, in situ, and thus will be available for later fronting via predicate (XP) movement. This is consistent with the Minimalist concept that movement is triggered by morpho-syntactic features that are present on the item at Merge, and it is not fully compatible with the view that inflection is purely a matter of syntactic position. In addition to nominalizations such as those in (5), some intuitive verbs take a suffixaga, when appearing in a nominal phrase. Two examples are kamataaga, "beginning", from kamata "begin", and gahuaaga "workplace" from gahua "work. This might be considered a lexical process of nominalization (Chung 1973 ), but it is debatable in that -aga is not fully productive (Seiter 1980 ). Broschart points out that in Tongan, such "nominalizations" with Tongan -anga can themselves freely function as predicates, and that the suffix can also attach to stems that would be intuitively considered to be nouns, such as api "home", to form apitanga "homestead, headquarter" (Broschart 1997:146) .
He considers the suffix expresses the semantic concept of domain, rather than being a true nominalizing suffix. For Niuean -aga, Seiter states that it derives a number of abstract nouns and locative nominalizations. A detailed exploration of the morphological and semantic properties of Niuean -aga remains to be undertaken, but I will put this issue aside here, on the assumption that what holds in Tongan also holds in Niuean, so that -aga is not to be analyzed as a true nominalizing suffix.
The situation with respect to lexical category in Niuean is similar to that discussed for Maori by Biggs 1971 , whose analysis was mentioned briefly in (3) above. He posited that
Maori has 5 lexical classes, including universals and statives, which can appear with either nominal or verbal particles, nouns, locatives, and personals. (The difference between universals and statives is based on the ability of the former, but not the latter, to passivize.) In the next section we will develop this idea into a rudimentary featural system for Niuean.
Nouns and Predicates in Niuean
Given the Niuean distributional facts outlined above, whereby items we would intuitively class as nouns are not as freely able to appear as predicates, the following system can be developed for Niuean lexical categories. As with English and other languages, within the noun/verb conceptual space of Niuean, there are two parts of speech, but they correspond to a noun-like category (with the feature [-pred]), and an underspecified category, rather than being strictly parallel to English nouns and verbs. These categories correspond to Biggs' 1971 There is also a correlation between having verbal inflection (that is, having true morphosyntactic verbs) and having copular verbs, and of course, do-support. The intuitive idea that auxiliary and copular verbs are at least in part required because there has to be a verb in the sentence in order to encode inflectional features has been developed in many ways by different authors since at least the earliest days of transformational grammar. In a language such as Niuean, with no inflection and with predicate fronting, copular verbs would be unexpected, and in fact, they do not occur in the language.
7
If the lack of inflection in Niuean, allows for, but does not cause, predicate fronting, we are left with the question of what indeed triggers predicate fronting. I will not deal with this question extensively here, but I have argued in other papers (Massam and Smallwood 1997 , Massam 2000a , 2001a ) that all languages must bifurcate the clause (Rothstein 1983) , by attracting some element out from within the thematic domain to the grammatical domain (Manning 1996) . In most well-studied languages this element is usually the subject, but in predicate fronting language, the element is the predicate, defined as the sister of v (Herd 2002) . In accordance with what has been said in this paper, the predicate will be a lexical phrase with a head that is compatible with a predicative value c-selected by the light verb: VP, koP, ha:P, AdjP.. 8 7 Of course this raises interesting questions about other languages, for instance, Irish, which has predicate fronting but also arguably a form of agreement and a copular verb. I put other languages aside here in order to focus on Niuean, but obviously my claims would need testing and refining against other VSO languages.
Conclusion
In this paper it has been claimed that there is a direct connection between two aspects of the syntax of Niuean: predicate initial word order and isolating morphology. The claim is that predicates extract (for purposes of predication) in Niuean, and that this possibility is tied to the nature of the category verb in the language. In particular, as argued by others such as Broschart 1997, the Niuean verb is not a true verb from the morphosyntactic point of view. For this reason, it does not enter into a Move or Agree relation with the functional heads v and INFL. By hypothesis, this leaves it available for predicate fronting. In the paper we posited a partial feature system for Niuean nouns and verbs, using concepts from the literature such as Broschart 1997 , Davis and Matthewson 1999 , and Marantz 1997 
